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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Withdrawal of Allowable Subject Matter 

The indicated allowability of claims 2,7 and 8 is withdrawn in view of a 
more careful review of the reference(s) to Rickman and the United Kingdom 
patent GB 2 378 207. Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "said one orientation" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 2-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
US Patent #6,1 12,493 to RICKMAN. RICKMAN discloses the use of a 
conservatory framework including an eaves structure (see figures 3 and 4) 
formed from a roof and a joint connection that consists of a two part connector 
(17,36) interconnecting adjacent profiled sections (18) such that the connector 
parts (17,36) are angularly adjustable (as at 24 and 37) to one another about and 
axis perpendicular to the longitudinal axis of the frame, column 4, lines 16-19. 
The conservatory of RICKMAN also includes a sill (S) (shown but not identified) 
for mounting windows (as at 10) located below the eaves, see the marked 
attachment. In reference to claim 3, the connector part (36) being arranged to 
interfit within a slot of the profiled section (18), column 4, lines 7-1 1; wherein, the 
connector part (36) telescopes within the profiled section (18). Regarding claim 
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4, the connector part (36) is provided with a projection (37) arranged to be 
superimposed on a track (23) of the projecting wing (21 ,22). In reference to claim 

5, the connector parts (36) is the load transmitting member. 

Claims 7,8,10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by GB 2 378 207. GB 2 378 207 discloses a framework including first 
(12) and second (14) frame members coupled together in angular relation to one 
another by a coupling arrangement consisting of a plate (126) having an 
upstanding pivot post (124), and a channel (128) extending longitudinally thereof; 
wherein the channel (128) receives the plate (126) maintaining it captive against 
separation from the first member (12) in a transverse direction thereto. The 
arrangement further includes an arm (130) that is coupled to the second frame 
member (14) by also being coupled to the pivot post (124). Regarding claim 8, 
the channel (1 30) includes an opening (1 32) from which the pivot post (1 24) 
projects transversely therethrough with respect to the first frame member (12). In 
reference to claims 10 and 1 1 , the arms (130) of the plate (126) are restrainers 
that act with the flanges (134) to prevent movement of the plate (126) from the 
channel (128) or from its active position, see figure 6. In this manner, when the 
upstanding pivot post (124) and plate (126) pivots in a first direction the plate 
(126) encounters resistance to turning when engages with flanges (134). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
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be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

GB 2 378 207 in view of US Patent #6,1 1 2,493 to RICKMAN. GB 2 378 207 

discloses the basic claimed framework except for explicitly detailing that his 

frame members are in fact "hip" and "jack" rafters. Although GB 2 378 207 is 

silent in this regard, RICKMAN who discloses a very much similar arrangement 

teaches that it is known in the art to identify the roof frame members as a hip 

frame ember (17) and a jack rafter (18). Thus, it would have been obvious to one 

having ordinary skill In the art at the time the invention was made that the 

members (12) and (14) of GB 2 378 207 be also properly identified as hip and 

jack rafters. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 6 is allowed. 
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Claim 9 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Yvonne M. Horton whose telephone number 
is (571 ) 272-6845. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 am - 3:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Carl D. Friedman can be reached on (571 ) 272-6842. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 
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